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-The MAIUNG DAI tot this communication appear on the c over sheet ^ith the ccresponc/ance aaaress 

cAii c Tn PI ArF THIS APPLICATION IN CONDITION FOR ALLOWANCE. 

Examination (RCE) in compliance with 37 CFR 1 .1 14. 

ppRinn FOR REPLY [check either a) or b)l 

a) 12 The periodforrepiyexpirBslmonthsfrommemaiiingdateofmefinal^^^^^^ 

b □ The period for reply expires on: (1) the mailing ^ate of ^.s Ad.^^^^^^ ^ ^ i 

..ensSle.avheoh.inedunder3^ 
fee have been filed is the date for purposes of determining the P^"°^,<^! f ^^"/^^^^^ for%ply originally set in the final Office acbon: or 

timely filed, may reduce any earned patent tenri adjustment 

, n A Mntirp of ADDea! was filed on . Appellant's Brief must be filed within the period set forth in 

37 C^R 1 192^^^^^^^^ CFR 1.191(d)). to avoid dismissal of the appeal. 

2 lEI The proposed amendment(s) will not be entered because: 

(a) S they raise new issues that would require further consideration and/or search (see NOTE below); 

(b) n they raise the issue of new matter (see Note below); 

(c) m they are not deemed to place the application in better form for appeal by materially reducing or simplifying the 
issues for appeal; and/or ..... 

(d) la they present additional claims without canceling a corresponding number of finally rejected claims. 

NOTE: See Continuation Sheet . 
3n Aoplicarifs reply has overcome the following rejection(s): • 

Id 2ly proposer amended daim(s) _ would be a«owab.e if subm«ted m a separate, Bmely «ed amendment 

canceling tlie non-allowable claim(s). 
5 S The a)n affidavit, b)^ exhibit, or c)S request for reconsideration has been considered but does NOT place the 

application in condition for allowance because: f;ee Continuation Sheet . 
6.n The affidavit or exhibit will NOT be considered because it is not directed SOLELY to Issues which were newly 

raised by the Examiner in the final rejection. 
7 M For Durooses of Appeal, the proposed amendment(s) aM will not be entered or b)^ will be entered and an 
expEorofhow the new or amended claims would be rejected is provided below or appended. 

The status of the claim(s) is (or will be) as follows: 

Claim(s) allowed: . 

Claim(s) objected to: S J. 9 and 10. 
Claim(s) rejected: i-fi 8and 11-14. 

Claim(s) withdrawn from consideration: . 

8.n The proposed drawing correction filed on isa)^ approved or b)^ disapproved by the Examiner. 



g.D Note the attached Information Disclosure Statement(s)( PTO-1449) Paper No(s). 
10.D Other: 



U.S. Patent and Trademartt Office 
PTOL-303 (Rev. 04-01) 



Advisory Action 



Application No. 110/020,945 
Xontinuation Sheet (PTOL403) " ^ 'Vf 

Continuation of 2..N0TE: 

1 the new cteim 15 has a feature "the write portection information being redundantly stored in a plurality of locations in the Lead-in area" 
which requires further consideration tjecause this feature is not in the onginal claims 1-14. 

rroS^nu^Ltafttfe;^^^^^^^^^^^ 

ast'e^cJmSSedT^^^ of the Lead-in area and the Lead^ut area means dosing a recording secton so that it can 

be readMritten In other words, it is an inherent feature for addressing the recording section. 

9 Annlicant states that the prior art of Maruyama does not teach "the claimed write protection state is representative of at 'east the entire 
usefdaSlfof m^^^^^^^ be in a write protected state" (page 3 of the Remarics. last 2 lines. However. Applicant does not 

claim such feature as stated; and 

Anniicant's write Diotection state which "ensuring the protection of the data recorded on the recording medium from unwanted 
L^ritiS J ^^K™ S 1%st 2 lines) can be considered as Maruyama's "archive flag" which is used to prevent an unwanted 
overwriting or erasing of particular files or programs . 
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